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Abstract 


Food production in controlled cultivation areas plays a crucial role in increasing productivity and offsetting 
supply shortages. Product yields, water consumption, and energy use are the main parameters determining the 
performance of food production in a greenhouse. Smart technology is an effective solution to improve these 
parameters. This study aimed to identify the components, challenges, and requirements for the development of 
smart agriculture in greenhouses. Our case study focused on Tehran province, which encompasses a significant 
portion of the total greenhouses in Iran. The statistical population consisted of 20 subject-matter experts with 
research or executive experience in greenhouse automation, selected purposefully. Questionnaires and semi- 
structured interviews were used in this study to collect data. First, we identified the variables affecting the 
development of smart agriculture in greenhouses by using a literature review and semi-structured interviews with 
experts, Then, the experts were asked to evaluate the cross-influence of the identified variables through pairwise 
comparison. Finally, data analysis was done using MICMAC software. The findings indicate that the identified 
requirements and challenges have had a significant influence on the lack of smart agriculture in greenhouses. 
Through network analysis of influence and dependence relationships, it was found that economic requirements 
and challenges, technical and infrastructural requirements and challenges, legal and regulatory requirements, and 
institutional requirements were the most influential variables in the development of smart agriculture in Tehran 
province. 
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Introduction 


One of the biggest issues facing nations is 
guaranteeing food security (World Health 
Organization (WHO), 2022). One potential 
solution that has caught the interest of 
agricultural experts to boost the productivity of 
production resources is production in 
greenhouse conditions as a means of addressing 
the aforementioned issues (Watson ef al., 
2018). Currently, the environmental parameters 
are controlled manually in most of Iran’s 
greenhouses (Hatefi, 2021). Because 
greenhouses must have a consistent climate, 
manually adjusting environmental factors leads 
to temperature fluctuations in greenhouses, 
which has an impact on_ greenhouse 
performance (Morrow, 2020; Newcombe, 
2019). Understanding the elements of 
smartening and integrating technologies into 
production processes is one of the stressed ways 
to overcome challenges and maximize the 
utilization of production resources. Smart 
technologies include a range of innovative 
technologies, such as smart irrigation systems, 
greenhouse climate control sensors, and 
software, etc., that integrate advanced and 
smart control systems into greenhouse 
operations (Edwin et al., 2019). The 
implementation of smart technologies in 
greenhouses offers significant benefits. It 
increases crop performance by creating an 
optimal environment for plant growth, resulting 
in healthier and higher-quality productions 
(Jamal et al., 2021). In addition, it improves 
resource efficiency by optimizing water and 
energy consumption, reducing waste and costs 
(Tao et al., 2021). Smart greenhouses also 
reduce labor costs by automating certain tasks 
that were previously done manually (Fountas er 
al., 2020). The ability to monitor and control 
remotely is an additional benefit. Greenhouse 
operators can remotely monitor and change 
greenhouse conditions by using real-time data 
supplied over the Internet of Things (Said 
Mohamed et al., 2021; Terence & 
Purushothaman, 2020). 

Iran's Ministry of Agriculture intends to 
renovate and build 50,000 greenhouses by 2025 


in order to take advantage of the potential 
benefits of greenhouse crops (Sharghi ef al., 
2020). Despite the efforts made in this area, 
data on the cultivated area of greenhouses 
indicates that, by the end of 2022, only 9856 
hectares of greenhouses were constructed in 
Iran (Statistical Center of Iran, 2023), and there 


are also issues with the structure and 
management of greenhouses (Rezaei ef al., 
2023; Zarei, 2017). According to surveys, the 
majority of greenhouses currently operate using 
outdated production methods, leading to 
reduced _ productivity and _ inefficient 
consumption of various resources such as water 
and energy. A comparison of Iran's greenhouse 
performance metrics with those of top- 
producing nations, including agricultural 
output, water usage, and energy consumption, 
reveals a significant performance gap (Abbasi, 
2015; Moghaddasi & Anoushe Pour, 2016; 
Naseri, 2019; Zarei & Momeni, 2017). For 
example, the performance of cucumber 
production in the Netherlands’ greenhouses is 
800 tons per hectare (CBS, 2017) while, in Iran, 
it is up to 300 tons per hectare (Banaeian, 
2020). Despite the advances in technology and 
the emergence of modern methods of irrigation 
(Abbasi et al., 2017), greenhouses still have low 
efficiency in water consumption in terms of 
water management. The water efficiency in the 
production of tomatoes in Iran's greenhouses is 
31.4 kg/m3, while the average water efficiency 
in the world's greenhouses for tomato 
cultivation is 43 kg/m3, and in leading countries 
such as the Netherlands, it is 92 kg/m3. This 
difference is also true for cucumber and pepper 
(Zare1 & Momeni, 2017). The analysis of 
energy consumption statistics also shows that 
energy usage is considerably higher than the 
average value in other countries, for instance, 
Turkiye (Abbasi ef al., 2020). In addition, 
Tehran province has 2574 greenhouse units and 
4123 hectares, or 28 percent, of the total 
cultivated area of greenhouses in Iran 
(Agricultural Jihad Organization of Tehran 
province, 2021). Despite the emphasis on the 
quantitative and qualitative development of 
greenhouses in the Iranian National Acts, the 
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greenhouses located in Tehran province are 
faced with the inefficient use of production 
resources and the weakness of using new 
technologies (Hatefi, 2021). Researches reveal 
that developing countries frequently struggle 
with inadequate infrastructure to make use of 
these technologies, including restricted Internet 
and electricity access, a lack of funds to invest 
in infrastructure development, and a shortage of 
professionals to offer services (Maraveas & 
Bartzanas, 2021). Furthermore, utilizing these 
technologies presents a technical lack to 
integrate and connect technologies, the 
incompatibility of current Internet of Things 
networks with other protocols, the inability to 
handle signal interference, the incompatibility 
with powerful devices, and the absence of 
support infrastructure because of _ their 
recentness (Elijah et al., 2018; Maraveas & 
Bartzanas, 2021). Consequently, technological 
adoption will encounter difficulties with things 
like network security and the precision of 
agricultural data (Jamil et al., 2022; 
O'Shaughnessy et al., 2021). Another challenge 
of using smart technologies in developing 
countries is related to the problems of the 
economy of scale. The small scale of 
greenhouses, the lack of financial ability of 
farmers, their weak knowledge and skills, and 
their unwillingness to use technologies are the 
important issues in this field (de Bourgogne, 
2021; O'Shaughnessy et al., 2021). Due to the 
challenges mentioned in the development of 
smart agriculture (DSA), some studies have 
expressed that smartness requires the creation 
of the necessary technical and infrastructure 
platforms for the implementation of these 
technologies. The most crucial technological 
and infrastructure requirements for 
implementing smart technologies are 
developing smart technologies inside the 
country, preventing the import of inefficient 


smart systems (Abbasi et al., 2020), developing 
agricultural automation and mechanization 
(Ghara Biglo & Zand, 2015), developing 
information and communication technology 
infrastructures (Lakhwani et al., 2019; Saiz- 
Rubio & Rovira-Mas, 2020; Shekhar ef al., 
2017), increasing the security of databases, and 
using protection improvement methods (Elijah 
et al., 2018; Narwane et al., 2022; Quy et al., 
2022; Sontowski et al., 2020). The 
development of smart agriculture also requires 
efficient regulations to support and promote 
investment. 

Therefore, based on the literature review, it 
can be concluded that, firstly, measuring the 
level of smart agriculture necessitates the 
development of a composite index that 
encompasses various dimensions of 
smartening. Secondly, the smartening of 
agriculture encounters challenges and 
requirements that directly and indirectly impact 
the different dimensions of the smart 
agriculture index. Consequently, enhancing this 
index entails addressing the challenges while 
also fulfilling the requirements. This concept 
can be illustrated through a conceptual model, 
as depicted in Fig. 1. 

According to Fig. 1, considering smart 
agriculture in greenhouses requires 
interconnected components and challenges. 
The present study was conducted with the 
general aim of analyzing the development of 
smart agriculture in greenhouses in Tehran 
province. To achieve this goal, the current study 
seeks to identify the most important variables in 
developing smart agriculture in greenhouses in 
Tehran province the network of relationships 
between these variables and their priority, the 
most important solutions for developing smart 
agriculture in the greenhouses of Tehran 
province. 
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Figure 1- The conceptual model of the study 


Materials and Methods 


20 subject-matter experts were included in 
the study's statistical population. These experts 
included faculty members from educational and 
research institutions, specialists from the 
Ministry of Agriculture, experts from 
knowledge-based businesses, manufacturers of 
smart greenhouse equipment, and some 
knowledgeable greenhouse owners. Experts 
were selected purposefully. The data collection 
methods employed in this study comprised 
semi-structured interviews and questionnaires. 
Initially, through a combination of literature 
review and semi-structured interviews with 
experts, the variables influencing — the 
development of smart agriculture, including 
smart components and the requirements and 
challenges specific to smart agriculture in 
greenhouses, were identified. The sample size 
was determined based on theoretical saturation, 
with each participant typically undergoing 
approximately 45 minutes of semi-structured 
interviews. Following each interview, the 
information gathered from participants was 
analyzed using the content analysis method, 
and the main factors were categorized 
according to the research's theoretical 


framework. To ensure the reliability of the 


research, a triangulation method was employed, 
utilizing a data pluralism strategy. This 
involved gathering feedback from participants, 
conducting self-reviews by the researcher, and 
meticulously documenting the interview 
process. Moreover, methods such as feedback 
from participants, self-review by the researcher, 
and accurate documentation of the interview 
process were utilized to enhance the validity of 
the research.In the second step, we developed a 
paired comparison questionnaire after 
identifying the key variables of the research to 
complete the cross-impact matrix. We asked the 
participants to indicate the degree of influence 
of each variable (xi) on the other variable (xj) 
using discrete values 1, 2, 3 and 4 which 
represent the no influence, weak influence, 
moderate influence, strong influence, , and 
potential influence, respectively. Finally, the 
information was analyzed with the MICMAC 
software. This software presents the 
distribution of factors based on their influence, 
dependence, and the role that they play in the 
system in the form of a diagram similar to Fig. 
2 (Godet et al., 2008). This diagram consists of 
five areas (Barati et al., 2019): 
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Figure 2- The influence-dependence chart area of variables 
Notes: a. A refers to the average influence score (in Y axis) or dependence score (in X axis), Al= A-(0.25A), 
A2 = A+(0.25A) 


Results and Discussion 


Personal and professional characteristics of 
respondents 


60% of the respondents had a doctorate, 
30% had a master's degree, and 10% had a 
bachelor's degree. In terms of organizational 
position, 8 participants were experts in 
greenhouse production, 6 participants were 
faculty members of universities and research 
centers, 4 participants were greenhouse owners, 
and 2 participants were CEOs of knowledge- 
based companies. Also, 80 percent of 
respondents were male with an average age of 
44 years, and 


Identifying the effective variables for the 
DSA 


After coding and conceptual refinement of 
the data obtained from semi-structured 
interviews, the requirements (Table _ 1), 
challenges (Table 2), and components (Table 3) 
of the DSA in the greenhouses of Tehran 
province were identified and categorized in the 
form of three main categories and 16 
subcategories. 


Out of a total of 256 evaluated relationships, 
the existence of 114 relationships was 
confirmed, and weak relationships (60 cases) 
and moderate relationships (35 cases) were the 
most frequent, respectively. The degree of 
matrix filling was 44.5%, and the number of 
iterations of the matrix to achieve optimality 
was 6 iterations. 


Identifying the network of relationships 
between the variables of the DSA in 
greenhouses 


Table 4 shows the amount and degree of 
direct and indirect influence of research 
variables on each other. Based on the results, 
among the requirements for the DSA in 
greenhouses, the economic requirements 
variable was ranked first with 31 scores in the 
direct influence, which indicates the significant 
importance of economic requirements in the 
development of smart greenhouses in Tehran 


province. After that, technical and 
infrastructural requirements, legal and 
regulatory requirements, institutional 


requirements, and learning and psychological 
requirements were placed in the next ranks of 
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direct influence on the DSA. In the challenges 
of developing smart agriculture, economic 
challenges are the priority, followed by 
infrastructural and technical, social, and legal 
regulatory challenges in the next ranks of direct 
influence. The components of greenhouse 
smartening (including water management, 
energy, climate, products, and soil) have been 
the most dependent variables. The lowest level 
of direct influence also belonged to the 
variables of legal and regulatory requirements 
and institutional and legal challenges, 


respectively. In the indirect influence 
classification, the institutional and economic 
requirements and then the economic challenges 
are the most influential variables, and the most 
dependent variables are the same as in the direct 
influence section, respectively, the variables of 
the components of products management, 
energy, and soil. 

The results of the matrix of direct and 
indirect influences (Fig. 3 and 4) confirm the 
accuracy of the research conceptual model (Fig. 


1). 


Table 1- Prerequisites for the development of smart agriculture in greenhouses 


Subcategories 


Indicators 


Development of the institution in charge of national policy and planning 
Development of companies providing technical-engineering services and... 
Improving the role of the Ministry of Agriculture-Jihad 
Attracting the participation of the private sector 
Using the capacity of greenhouse cooperatives 
Improving the role of universities 
Development of innovation centers, growth centers, and science and technology parks 
Creating an assembly of smart small-scale greenhouses 
Encouraging networking among active greenhouse producers 
Compilation of codified policies for smart greenhouses in the country 
Compilation of legal incentives in the field of greenhouse smartening 
Compilation of rules and instructions about the Internet of Things 
Compilation of rules and instructions regarding obtaining a license 
Compilation of programs for the development of smart greenhouses 
Compilation of rules related to the insurance of smartening equipment 
Reducing the interest rate of banking facilities related to smartening 
Encouraging and supporting investment in the development of IT infrastructure 
Financial support for start-ups and new knowledge-based companies 
Supporting venture capital for smartening 
Providing appropriate financial incentives (tariffs and taxes). 

Providing product and equipment insurance services in smart greenhouses 
Improving producers' trust in active organizations 
Improving the risk tolerance of producers in adopting technologies 
Increasing familiarity, interest, and knowledge of producers with the process of 
greenhouse smartening 
Training of the research team and skilled human resources for service provision 
Content production and publication of specialized scientific publications 
Facilitating communication with experts and technical advisors in the smart greenhouse 
Facilitating access to the physical infrastructure of IT technologies 
Facilitating access to monitoring devices 
Facilitating access to smart ventilation, smart lighting, cooling, and heating equipment 
Facilitating access to smart irrigation and fertilizing equipment 
Facilitating access to data security, safety, and protection equipment 
Development of local, cheap, and suitable smart technologies 
Facilitating the import of suitable technologies according to the rate of return on capital 
Optimizing and facilitating the process of using data 
Using International experiences in smart greenhouse management 
Development of data storage systems 

Source: Research findings 


Institutional Requirements 


Legal and Regulatory Requirements 


Economic 
Requirements 


learning and Psychological 
Requirements 


Technical and Infrastructure 
Requirements 
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Table 2- Challenges to the development of smart agriculture in greenhouse farming 


Subcategories 


Indicators 


Poor IT infrastructure and a lack of reliable access to high-speed internet 


The small scale of most greenhouses 


Non-local and expensive greenhouse technologies 


Infrastructural and Technical 
Challenges 


lack of integrity and incompatibility of technologies 
Limited capacity of existing technologies in data storage 


Installation, maintenance, and support problems of greenhouse technologies due to 


technical complexity 


The lack of knowledge of the senior managers of the agricultural sector about smartening 
Importing inefficient and low-quality smart systems 


Lack of suitable institutions to provide smartening services 
The existence of many bureaucracies for active agricultural start-ups 
Violation of intellectual property of agricultural startups 


Institutional and Legal Challenges 


Violation of industrial property rights of smart technologies 


The uncertainty of data privacy and security in this field 
Lack of transparency in the duties and missions of various government and private 


institutions 


Lack of consideration of research units for the smartening of greenhouses 


Economic Challenges 


High cost of smart equipment and technologies 


Lack of appropriate and sufficient investment in the necessary infrastructure 
Lack of financial support and sufficient bank facilities 


Insufficient training in the field of smart greenhouses 


Social Challenges 


Lack of young manpower and the old age of producers 
Lack of technicians and skilled labor to provide smart technology services 


Lack of consideration of mass media, publications, and websites 


Source: Research findings 


Table 3- Components of the development of smart agriculture in greenhouse farming 


Subcategories 


Indicators 


Water Management 
Soil Management 
Energy Management 


Climate Management 


Products and Pest 
Management 
Harvesting and Packing 
Management 


Marketing Management 


Water temperature, EC and PH sensors, rainwater storage, disinfection, water recycling devices, etc. 
Temperature, humidity, PH, and soil salinity sensor, soil disinfectant, etc. 
Inside and outside light sensors, heating, shade, energy saving, etc. 
Environment temperature and humidity sensors, carbon dioxide and carbon monoxide gas sensors, 
outside sensors, ceiling vents, exhaust fans, fans and pads, cooling systems, etc. 


Leaf temperature sensor, pest management method, LEDs, etc. 


Harvesting technologies and equipment, etc. 


Information storage and analysis software, information and communication technologies, 
greenhouse marketing management software, etc. 


Source: Research findings 


According to them, out of the three 
categories of studied variables (components, 
requirements, and challenges of smartening in 
greenhouses), the requirements and challenges 
are the most influential, and the components of 
smartening are the most dependent variables, 
respectively (Fig. 3 and 4). 

Also, according to Fig. 3 and 5, among the 
requirements, economic and __ technical 
infrastructure requirements are the most 
influential. Economic requirements directly 


influence different components of smartening, 
including water, soil, climate, and energy 
management. They also directly influence 
various challenges, including economic and 
technical infrastructure challenges. According 
to Fig. 5, the institutional requirements, both 
directly through the economic requirements and 
indirectly (Fig. 6) through influencing the 
components of energy management, products, 
soil, and climate, influence the smartening of 
agriculture. 
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Table 4- Ranking and amount of direct and indirect influence of variables 


Direct influence 


Indirect influence 


Variables 
Influence dependence Influence dependence 
Score Rank Score Rank Score Rank Score _ Rank 
Institutional requirements 18 5 6 11 5445649 1 166333 14 
Legal and regulatory requirements 19 3 3 16 3191183 4 75161 16 
Economic requirements 31 1 7 10 5059947 2 306319 10 
Learning and psychological requirements 10 7 8 9 921869 9 367847 9 
Technical and infrastructure requirements 22 2 6 12 1411364 8 284723 12 
Infrastructure and technical challenges 15 6 5 14 1714100 6 260064 13 
Institutional and legal challenges 7 10 5 15 2776753 5 97679 15 
Economic challenges 19 4 6 13 3464505 3 306030 11 
Social challenges 10 7 9 8 1630771 7 403356 8 
Water management 10 9 19 5 222996 10 3227594 5 
Soil management 2 15 21 3 62960 14 4003224 3 
Climate management 7 11 20 4 196818 11 3697995 4 
Energy Management 6 12 22 2 180446 12 4437860 2 
Products management 6 13 23 1 117765 13 4568002 1 
Harvesting and packing management 2 16 16 6 45234 16 2479680 6 
Marketing Management 14 11 7 51436 15 1811929 7 


Among the challenges, economic challenges 
are the most effective, both directly and 
indirectly. After those, there are technical and 
infrastructural challenges that directly affect 
other variables (Fig. 3). Of course, institutional 
and legal challenges should not be ignored 
because they also indirectly (Fig. 4) influence 
the whole system. Solving and managing 
challenges will directly create the background 
for the provision of institutional requirements 
(Fig. 5) and indirectly (Fig. 6) lead to the 
improvement of various components of 
smartening. Among the components of smart 
agriculture, the components of products, 
energy, and soil management are the most 
dependent, either directly or indirectly. 

In general and based on the location of 
variables, economic, technical and 
infrastructural, institutional, and finally legal 
and regulatory requirements, as well as the 
economic and_ technical infrastructural 
challenges due to being located in the I area 
(Fig. 3) are considered key factors in 
developing strategic plans for developing smart 
agriculture in greenhouses. Furthermore, the 
placement of water, soil, energy, climate, and 
harvesting and packaging management in the 
Il area (resultant area) means that they depend 
on input and_ intermediate variables 


3 
Source: Research findings 


(requirements and challenges), which is a 
confirmation of the conceptual model presented 
in Fig. 1. The performance of these variables, 
which are known as the components of 
smartening in greenhouses, mainly depends on 
the variables located in I and II areas. The 
variables of institutional and legal challenges 
are also in the IV area, which can be ignored 
due to the small relationship with other 
variables. The V_ section contained the 
variables of social challenges, learning and 
psychological requirements, and marketing 
management. Although this group of variables 
is not considered crucial due to their low 
influence and dependence, they should be 
investigated in future studies. 

Fig. 5 shows the intensity, direction of 
influence, and dependence of key variables in 
the development of smart greenhouses. 
Considering the network of direct relationships 
between variables, economic, technical, and 
infrastructure requirements have a central and 
sensitive role and deserve attention. Moreover, 
economic, technical infrastructural, and legal- 
regulatory requirements are the sources of the 
most severe influences on other system 
variables, which indicates their importance in 
developing smart agriculture in greenhouses. 
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Figure 3- The position of study variables on the influence-dependence chart in the direct influence matrix 
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Figure 4- The position of study variables on the influence-dependence chart in the indirect influence matrix 


In other ways, the components of smartening 
in greenhouses are strongly dependent on other 
system variables. In other words, improving 
each of the smartening components in 
greenhouses requires meeting the requirements 


and solving the challenges found in the current 
study. The indirect relationships graph (Fig. 6) 
indicates that the biggest indirect influence on 
other variables is derived from institutional and 
economic requirements. 
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Figure 6- The graph of indirect relationships between the study variables at the 25% level 


Finally, as shown in Fig. 3 to 6, the 
smartening components depend on_ the 
challenges and requirements identified in the 
development of smart greenhouses. The 
achievement of the goals of smart greenhouses 
requires intervention to overcome challenges 


and meet the requirements identified in this 
study, according to Fig. 7. In this figure, the 
numbers on the arrows show the general 
relationships of the variables based on the sum 
of the calculated levels. 
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Figure 7- Final model of the study 


Discussion 


Developing smart agriculture in greenhouses 
requires addressing three categories of key 
factors, including requirements, challenges, and 
components. Predominantly, the results of this 
study showed that developing smart 
greenhouses primarily requires the provision of 
the requirements. Providing requirements is the 
direct basis for the development of smart 
greenhouses and helps to improve the level of 
smartness of greenhouses by overcoming the 
challenges of developing smart agriculture. 

Understanding technologies and _ their 
application domains is the initial phase in their 
development. This study identified seven 
components to represent the smart technologies 
employed in greenhouses: water, soil, climate, 
energy, products, harvesting and packaging, 
and marketing management. Among these 
components, three were identified as 
particularly critical for greenhouse smartening: 
water, climate, and energy management. 
Investing in technologies associated with water, 
climate, and energy management’ in 
greenhouses not only enhances the smartness 
level but also establishes a foundational 


platform for the implementation of other smart 
components in greenhouses. 

Therefore, the main efforts and planning for 
developing smart technologies in greenhouses 
should primarily focus on the establishment of 
technologies related to the three key 
components of water, climate, and energy 
management. Challenges in the field of 
developing smart technologies in greenhouses 
have influenced the success rate of using 
technologies in greenhouses. The network of 
relationships between challenges = and 
components of smart greenhouses showed that 
economic, infrastructural, and technical 
challenges are the most important challenges 
influencing the development of smart 
greenhouses. One of the important economic 
challenges faced by the target community is the 
insufficient investment needed to develop the 
necessary infrastructure to make use of 
technologies. Studies have pointed out the 
shortcomings of infrastructure investment 
(Maraveas & Bartzanas, 2021). Given that most 
rural areas lack the energy, information, and 
communication technology infrastructures 
needed for smart technologies, promoting and 
supporting investment in developing these 
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infrastructures can help establish the platforms 
needed for the expansion of smart agriculture in 
greenhouses. Furthermore, there is another 
economic challenge to the implementation of 
smart technologies in greenhouses: the high 
cost of investment, which only justifies the 
application of these technologies to large-scale 
production. Many farmers are unable to invest 
in technologies because of their limited 
financial resources and the low scale of the 
majority of greenhouses in the research area. 
Also, the lack of credit facilities to fully cover 
the costs of using technologies and the 
challenges associated with obtaining facilities 
are major barriers for investors and farmers 
looking to integrate smart technologies into 
their greenhouses. 

Another challenge was the infrastructural 
and technical factors. The technical and 
infrastructural challenges of developing smart 
greenhouses can be divided into two categories: 
barriers related to the infrastructure as well as 
limitations related to farmers’ access to the 
technologies and equipment. Many farmers will 
not be able to adopt greenhouse technologies 
even if they would like to because of barriers 
like weak infrastructure for information and 
communication technology, the small size of 
most greenhouses, and issues with installation, 
upkeep, and support. Prior research has also 
highlighted inadequate access to infrastructure 
as a barrier to the advancement of smart 
agriculture (de Bourgogne, 2021; Dhanaraju et 
al., 2022). The technical shortcomings of 
current technologies and their incompatibility 
with existing agricultural operations are other 
limitations that have influenced developing 
technologies. A major part of these challenges 
can be attributed to the weakness of related 
research and the import of low-quality smart 
systems to the country (Abbasi ef al., 2020). 

Considering the challenges mentioned, part 
of the efforts of policymakers and planners 
must be focused on improving the access of 
farmers to the basic infrastructure and the 
technical standards of these technologies. 
Based on the network of relationships between 
the variables of developing smart greenhouses, 
addressing the economic, technical, and 


infrastructural requirements by influencing the 
economic, infrastructural, and technical 
challenges of the development of smart 
greenhouses plays a central role in improving 
the smartness of greenhouses in Tehran 
province. 

The results of this study are consistent with 
previous research (Caffaro & Cavallo, 2020; 
Mukhopadhyay & Suryadevara, 2014; Rayhana 
et al., 2020), which emphasizes the importance 
of addressing economic issues in the process of 
developing smart technologies in_ the 
agricultural sector. As mentioned earlier, 
developing smart greenhouses in Tehran 
province faces important economic and 
technical challenges, including poor access to 
smart technologies and infrastructure, high 
investment costs, and limited access to capital. 
One of the strategies to overcome these 
challenges is to provide economic requirements 
through policies such as encouraging and 
supporting investment in information and 
communication technology infrastructures, 
investing and supporting innovations, and 
providing appropriate credit and insurance 
facilities. Therefore, farmers' incentives to 
invest in smart technologies can _ be 
strengthened by providing economic 
requirements along with a supportive economic 
environment. 

Legal and regulatory requirements were 
another factor influencing the DSA in 
greenhouses. From the expert's point of view, 
legal and regulatory requirements include 
various aspects such as user privacy, laws 
related to the payment of incentives, the 
development of programs aimed at promoting 
and facilitating the adoption of these 
technologies, licensing procedures, and 
insurance laws for smart facilities and 
equipment. The above finding shows that 
developing smart technologies in greenhouses 
requires the development of codified rules and 
policies to facilitate the business environment 
and manage the interactions of farmers, 
producers, and other stakeholders involved in 
the smart agriculture industry. The necessity of 
developing appropriate laws and regulations to 
arrange the interactions of activists has also 
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been considered in other studies (Atri, 2018; 
Narwane et al., 2022; Ojha et al., 2021). For 
instance, protecting farmers’ information 
security is one of the top concerns for users of 
smart technology, as highlighted by numerous 
studies.(Elijah et al., 2018; Quy et al., 2022; 
Sontowski et al., 2020). Therefore, it is 
necessary to pass detailed laws and regulations 
that can protect the privacy of users. This issue 
should be prioritized in the plans of relevant 
politicians. Laws and regulations can facilitate 
the development and adoption of smart 
technologies by creating a favorable business 
environment. For example, investment in 
infrastructure, comprehensive development of 
insurance for smart facilities and equipment, 
allocation of financial resources to research, 
and payment of incentives and credit facilities 
to farmers for technology adoption require the 
passing of laws and regulations to support these 
policies. This means that the success of other 
support efforts and programs for the DSA in 
greenhouses, including providing economic, 
technical, and infrastructure requirements, 
requires the passing of appropriate laws and 
policies to support these programs. 

Another important requirement influencing 
the development of smart greenhouses was 
institutional. Institutions create a supportive 
environment for the implementation of smart 
agriculture projects by formulating appropriate 
policies, regulations, and guidelines. This 
confirms the importance of institutions in 
fulfilling other requirements of smart 
agriculture development and overcoming the 
challenges facing this sector. The DSA 
primarily requires appropriate laws and 
policies, such as investment in infrastructure, 
allocation of incentives and credit facilities, 
research budgets, ensuring privacy and data 
security, etc., to coordinate efforts and 
implement relevant programs. The relevant 
institutions are in charge of making these 
policies. Additionally, the development of 
smart technologies in greenhouses requires 
institutions such as _ universities, research 
centers, and innovation centers. They play a 
fundamental role in conducting research related 
to smart greenhouses and help to continuously 


improve the development of technology in this 
sector. Considering the importance of technical 
and infrastructural requirements and 
challenges, technology development by these 
institutions provides the basis for the realization 
of technical and infrastructural requirements 
and overcoming the related challenges in the 
study area. For example, the Ministry of 
Agriculture, as a provider of information and 
training needed by farmers, facilitates the 
decision-making process regarding the 
adoption of smart technologies offered to 
farmers by providing educational-extensional 
programs and other interventions. In fact, by 
formulating laws and regulations, conducting 
research and development of technology, and 
building capacity among farmers, institutions 
can help create a suitable environment for the 
deployment of smart technologies’ in 
greenhouses. 


Conclusion 


In recent years, using the capabilities of 
smart technologies in greenhouses has attracted 
the attention of policymakers and agricultural 
planners. To effectively prioritize efforts and 
allocate resources for the development of smart 
technologies in greenhouses, understanding the 
factors influencing greenhouse smartness is 
paramount. The current study aimed to 
investigate the Development of smart 
agriculture (DSA) in greenhouses’ within 
Tehran Province. Three categories of key 
variables were identified and analyzed: 
components, challenges, and requirements. The 
components of smartening were classified into 
seven groups. Water management, climate 
management, and energy management 
components were identified as the most 
important components of smart greenhouses. 
Considering the importance of the mentioned 
components in the efficiency of production 
operations, addressing the challenges and 
requirements influencing these components has 
a vital role in the successful deployment of 
smart technologies in greenhouses. The 
analysis of the relationships between research 
variables showed that the implementation of 
smart technologies in the greenhouses of 
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Tehran province primarily requires the creation 
of a favorable economic environment by 
providing economic requirements, including 
the payment of financial incentives, credit 
facilities, and investment in the foundation 
infrastructure. Another effective factor in the 
development of smart greenhouses is 
addressing technical and infrastructural 
requirements and challenges. Due to the 
weakness of the infrastructure for the 
implementation of smart technologies in the 
country, as well as the lack of access to suitable 
equipment and technologies, it is necessary to 
take the necessary actions to overcome the 
mentioned challenges. Legal and institutional 
requirements were identified as other important 
factors influencing the DSA in greenhouses. As 
discussed, any action for overcoming the 
economic challenges and infrastructural and 
technical problems to achieve smart 
greenhouses requires the creation of institutions 
and strong legal and regulatory frameworks to 
coordinate efforts and support policies for the 
DSA in greenhouses. Therefore, to realize 
smart greenhouses while passing appropriate 
supporting laws and regulations to regulate the 
relations of actors, it is necessary to determine 
the duties of the responsible institutions in the 
priority of the programs of the Ministry of 
Agriculture and other related institutions. 

Finally, according to the mentioned results, 
the following suggestions are presented to 
promote the DSA in greenhouses: 

Considering economic challenges, the 
payment of financial incentives and special 
credit facilities with appropriate interest rates 
can increase the motivation of farmers to adopt 
these technologies. Moreover, regarding the 
importance of innovations, startups, and new 
knowledge-based companies in the field of 
smart agriculture, supporting research activities 
and allocating financial resources to invest in 
innovative ideas related to smart agriculture can 
create a favorable environment for the growth 
of related businesses. 

Considering the pivotal role of information 
and communication technology (ICT) 
infrastructures in enhancing the intelligence of 


greenhouses, it is recommended _ that 
responsible institutions extensively provide the 
necessary platforms for implementing smart 
systems in greenhouses by investing in ICT 
infrastructures. The development of reliable 
and cost-effective internet connections in rural 
areas to facilitate data exchange and 
communication is one of the most important 
actions to be taken in this field. 

Due to the importance of access to 
infrastructure and technical equipment, it is 
necessary to invest and make necessary 
arrangements for the development of 
supporting infrastructure and_ technologies 
required for smart greenhouses, such as smart 
equipment, advanced sensors, automation 
systems, etc. Investing in research and 
development to produce new technologies 
suited to the needs of the country's greenhouses 
is one of the solutions that can improve farmers’ 
access to the necessary and cost-effective 
equipment and _ technologies in smart 
greenhouses. 

Owing to the significant importance of 
institutional requirements, it is suggested that 
the national program for smart greenhouses in 
the country be formulated as soon as possible 
and the detailed duties of the institutions 
responsible for the DSA in this field be 
determined. 

Paying attention to the role of laws and 
regulations in providing a suitable environment 
for the activities of stakeholders, it is necessary 
to create codified policies that outline clear 
guidelines and _ standards for farmers, 
producers, and other stakeholders involved in 
smart agriculture. These policies should cover 
various aspects, including implementation 
guidelines, incentives, user privacy, licensing 
procedures, and smart equipment insurance 
rules. 


Acknowledgment 

This research has been supported by the 
Directorate of Research, at the University of 
Tehran, which is highly acknowledged. 


Binaei et al., Investigation of Developing Smart Agriculture in Greenhouses of Tehran Province 447 


References 


1. 


2 


10. 


11. 


2. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


(7. 


18. 


19. 


Abbasi, E. (2015). A Projection of Energy Consumption in Iranian Agriculture Sector. Financial 
Economics, 9(32), 81-102. (In Persian) 

Abbasi, F., Sohrab, F., & Abbasi, N. (2017). Evaluation of irrigation efficiencies in Iran. 
Irrigation and Drainage Structures Engineering Research, 17(67), 113-120. (In Persian). 
https://doi.org/10.22092/ aridse.2017.109617. 

Abbasi, F., Zarei, Q., J,P., & Momeni, D. (2020). Challenges and priorities to improve 
productivity in the country's greenhouses (Specialized Working Group on Water, Drought, 
Erosion and Environment of the Scientific and Technological Vice President, Issue. D. B. 
Fanawar. (In Persian) 


. Abdallah, W., Khdair, M., Ayyash, M.A., & Asad, I. (2018). JoT system to control greenhouse 


agriculture based on the needs of Palestinian farmers. Proceedings of the 2nd International 
Conference on Future Networks and Distributed Systems. 


. Agricultural Jihad Organization of Tehran province. (2021). Statistical yearbook of Tehran 


province. (In Persian). https://amar.thmporg.ir/. 

Antony, A.P., Leith, K., Jolley, C., Lu, J., & Sweeney, D.J. (2020). A Review of practice and 
implementation of the internet of things (IoT) for Smallholder agriculture. Sustainability, 12(9). 
Atri, A. (2018). Joint action plan document to increase productivity and intelligence in the 
agricultural sector through the development and use of information technology (Ministry of 
Communications and Information Technology, Issue. (In Persian) 

Banaeian, M. (2020). Beginning of cucumber and tomato harvest in Varamin. (In Persian). 
Available at: https://www.irna.ir/news/838 17395. 


. Barati, A.A., Azadi, H., Dehghani Pour, M., Lebailly, P., & Qafori, M. (2019). Determining key 


agricultural strategic factors using AHP-MICMAC. Sustainability, 11(14). 

Caffaro, F., & Cavallo, E. (2020). Perceived barriers to the adoption of smart farming 
technologies in piedmont region, northwestern Italy: The role of user and farm variables. 
Innovative Biosystems Engineering for Sustainable Agriculture, Forestry and Food Production. 
Cham. 

CBS. (2017). Agriculture; crops, animals, land use, and labor at the national level. Statistics 
Netherlands,30 June 2017. Reprocessed. 

Chuang, J.-H., Wang, J.-H., & Liou, Y.-C. (2020). Farmers’ knowledge, attitude, and adoption 
of smart agriculture technology in Taiwan. International Journal of Environmental Research and 
Public Health, 17(19). 

de Bourgogne, R.M. (2021). Smart farming technology in Japan and Opportunities for EU 
companies. ECOS. 

Dhanaraju, M., Chenniappan, P., Ramalingam, K., Pazhanivelan, S., & Kaliaperumal, R. (2022). 
Smart farming: Internet of Things (IoT)-based sustainable agriculture. Agriculture, 12(10), 1745. 
Edwin, C., Anibal, F., & Yessica, S. (2019). Smart farming: A potential solution towards a 
modern and sustainable agriculture in Panama. AIMS Agriculture and Food, 4(2), 266-284. 
https://doi.org/10.3934/agrfood.2019.2.266. 

Elijah, O., Rahman, T. A., Orikumhi, I., Leow, C.Y., & Hindia, M.N. (2018). An overview of 
internet of things (oT) and data analytics in agriculture: Benefits and challenges. EEE Internet 
of Things Journal, 5(5), 3758-3773. https://doi.org/10.1109/JIOT.2018.2844296 

Fountas, S., Mylonas, N., Malounas, I., Rodias, E., Hellmann Santos, C., & Pekkeriet, E. (2020). 
Agricultural robotics for field operations. Sensors, 20(9). 

Genius, M., Koundouri, P., Nauges, C., & Tzouvelekas, V. (2014). Information transmission in 
irrigation technology adoption and diffusion: Social learning, extension services, and spatial 
effects. American Journal of Agricultural Economics, 96(1), 328-344. 

Ghara Biglo, M., & Zand, A. (2015). Investigating the use of advanced technologies in improving 


448 


Journal of Agricultural Economics and Development Vol. 37, No. 4, Winter 2024 


20. 


Pale 


22. 


a. 


24 


2s 


26. 


27. 


28. 


20. 


30. 


ak. 


32. 


Ges 


34. 


35, 


36. 


od. 


the performance of precision agriculture. The third international conference on modern research 
in agriculture and environment, https://scholar.conference.ac/index.php/download/file/10299- 
Investigating-utilization-of-advanced-technology-in-improvement 

Godet, M., Durance, P., & Gerber, A. (2008). Strategic foresight la prospective. Cahiers du 
LIPSOR, 143. 

Hatefi, M. (2021). Designing a model for developing controlled environment agricultural system 
to produce safe vegetables in Tehran & Alborz provinces Ph.D. Thesis, University of Tehran. 
Jamal, J., Azizi, S., Abdollahpouri, A., Ghaderi, N., Sarabi, B., Silva-Ordaz, A., & Castafio- 
Meneses, V. M. (2021). Monitoring rocket (Eruca sativa) growth parameters using the Internet 
of Things under supplemental LED lighting. Sensing and Bio-Sensing Research, 34, 100450. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbsr.2021.100450. 

Jamil, F., Ibrahim, M., Ullah, I., Kim, S., Kahng, H.K., & Kim, D.-H. (2022). Optimal smart 
contract for autonomous greenhouse environment based on IoT blockchain network in 
agriculture. Computers and Electronics in Agriculture, 192, 106573. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compag.2021.106573 


. Kang, S. (2019). The Determinants of Automated Greenhouse Adoption in Korea Seoul National 


University Graduate School. 

Lakhwani, K., Gianey, H., Agarwal, N., & Gupta, S. (2019, 2019//). Development of IoT for 
Smart Agriculture a Review. Emerging Trends in Expert Applications and Security. Singapore. 
Maraveas, C., & Bartzanas, T. (2021). Application of Internet of Things (oT) for Optimized 
Greenhouse Environments. AgriEngineering, 3(4), 954-970. 

Moghaddasi, R., & Anoushe Pour, A. (2016). Energy consumption and total factor productivity 
growth in Tranian agriculture. Energy Reports, 2, 218-220. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2016.08.004. 

Morrow, K. (2020). 6 common cannabis greenhouse problems and how to solve them. Available 
at: — https://www.cannabisbusinesstimes.com/article/common-cannabis-greenhouse-problems- 
how-to-solve-them/. 

Mukhopadhyay, S.C., & Suryadevara, N.K. (2014). Internet of things: Challenges and 
opportunities. Springer International Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-3 19-04223-7_1 
Narwane, V.S., Gunasekaran, A., & Gardas, B.B. (2022). Unlocking adoption challenges of IoT 
in Indian Agricultural and Food Supply Chain. Smart Agricultural Technology, 2, 100035. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atech.2022.100035 

Naseri, M. (2019). Comparing yield and yield components of garlic (Allium sativum L.) in 
greenhouse and field conditions. Greenhouse Vegetables, 2(2), 45-50. (In Persian) 

Newcombe, R. (2019). Five common greenhouse growing problems. Available at: 
http://www.greenhousegrowing.co.uk/common-greenhouse-growing-problems.html 
O'Shaughnessy, S.A., Kim, M., Lee, S., Kim, Y., Kim, H., & Shekailo, J. (2021). Towards smart 
farming solutions in the U.S. and South Korea: A comparison of the current status. Geography 
and Sustainability, 2(4), 312-327. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geosus.2021.12.002 

Ojha, T., Misra, S., & Raghuwanshi, N.S. (2021). Internet of things for agricultural applications: 
The state of the art. JEEE Internet of Things Journal, 814), 10973-10997. 
https://doi.org/10.1109/JIOT.2021.3051418 

Pivoto, D. (2018). Smart farming: concepts, applications, adoption and diffusion in southern 
Brazil. 

Quy, V.K., Hau, N.V., Anh, D.V., Quy, N.M., Ban, N.T., Lanza, S., Randazzo, G., & Muzirafuti, 
A. (2022). IoT-enabled smart agriculture: architecture, applications, and challenges. Applied 
Sciences, 12(7). 

Rayhana, R., Xiao, G., & Liu, Z. (2020). Internet of things empowered smart greenhouse 
farming. JEEE Journal of Radio Frequency Identification, 4(3), 195-211. 


Binaei et al., Investigation of Developing Smart Agriculture in Greenhouses of Tehran Province 449 


38. 


39. 


AO. 


41. 


42. 


43. 


44. 


45. 


46. 


47. 


48. 


49. 


50. 


al. 


32. 


https://doi.org/10.1109/JRFID.2020.2984391 

Rezaei, R., Mohajeri, E., Safa, L., Barzegar, T., & Khosravi, Y. (2023). Qualitative modeling of 
the problems with value chain of greenhouse crops in Zanjan province. Jranian Agricultural 
Extension and Education Journal, 18(2), 1-17. (In Persian). 
http://www. iaee].ir/article_165549.html 

Said Mohamed, E., Belal, A.A., Kotb Abd-Elmabod, S., El-Shirbeny, M.A., Gad, A., & Zahran, 
M.B. (2021). Smart farming for improving agricultural management. The Egyptian Journal of 
Remote Sensing and Space Science, 24(3, Part 2), 971-981. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrs.2021.08.007 

Saiz-Rubio, V., & Rovira-Mas, F. (2020). From smart farming towards agriculture 5.0: A review 
on crop data management. Agronomy, 10(2). 

Sharghi, T., Chardoli, M., & Ahmadi, A. (2020). Designing a model for technical development 
of greenhouses and analyzing its' influencing factors: The case of Pakdasht county. /ranian 
Agricultural Extension and Education Journal, 16(2), 181-204. (in Persian). 
https://doi.org/10.22034/iaeej.2021. 225320.1514 

Shekhar, S., Colletti, J.. Mufioz-Arriola, F., Ramaswamy, L., Krintz, C., Varshney, L., & 
Richardson, D. (2017). Intelligent infrastructure for smart agriculture: An integrated food, energy 
and water system. arXiv preprint arXiv: 1705.01993. https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1705.01993 
Sontowski, S., Gupta, M., Chukkapalli, $.S.L., Abdelsalam, M., Mittal, S., Joshi, A., & Sandhu, 
R. (2020). Cyber attacks on smart farming infrastructure. 2020 IEEE 6" International 
Conference on Collaboration and Internet Computing (CIC). 

Statistical Center of Iran. (2023). Statistical yearbook of the country. (In Persian). 
https://www.amat.org.ir. 

Tao, W., Zhao, L., Wang, G., & Liang, R. (2021). Review of the Internet of Things 
communication technologies in smart agriculture and challenges. Computers and Electronics in 
Agriculture, 189, 106352. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compag.2021.106352 

Terence, S., & Purushothaman, G. (2020). A systematic review of the Internet of Things in smart 
farming. Transactions on Emerging Telecommunications Technologies, 31(6), e3958. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/ett.3958 

Visvesvaran, C., Kamalakannan, S., Kumar, K.N., Sundaram, K.M., Vasan, S.M.S.S., & Jafrrin, 
S. (2021). Smart greenhouse monitoring system using wireless sensor networks. 2021 2nd 
International Conference on Smart Electronics and Communication (ICOSEC). 

Wang, J., Chen, M., Zhou, J., & Li, P. (2020). Data communication mechanism for greenhouse 
environment monitoring and control: An agent-based IoT system. Information Processing in 
Agriculture, 7(3), 444-455. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.inpa.2019.11.002 

Watson, R.T., Boudreau, M.-C., & van Iersel, M.W. (2018). Simulation of greenhouse energy 
use: an application of energy informatics. Energy Informatics, 1(1), 1. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42162-018-0005-7 

World Health, O. (2022). The State of Food Security and Nutrition in the World 2022: 
Repurposing food and agricultural policies to make healthy diets more affordable (Vol. 2022). 
Food & Agriculture Org. 

Zarei, A., & Momeni, D. (2017). The development process of greenhouses in the country 
(opportunities, challenges, and goals). Technical analysis in Iran's agricultural management and 
engineering (Vol. 1). Karaj: Publications of Agricultural Engineering and Technical Research 
Institute. (In Persian) 

Zarei, G. (2017). Structural challenges of greenhouses in Iran. Strategic Research Journal of 
Agricultural Sciences and Natural Resources, 2(2), 149-162. (In Persian). 
https://srj.asnr.ias.ac.ir/article_110578.html 


Journal of Agricultural Economics and Development 


https://jead.um.ac.ir 


Ae 
EYV—£0% yo VETY Skies iE oylad HV te 
’ ~ "fe lr (S rae * & ° ‘e 
Ol gs Olin! glaailelS jo tart gr jy gli dawg fou 
sl, side -O cas Le "8 ns ites 5 -'D ste alr 
VFEY/ V/A ial yo esi 
DESY 18 pols Ze 9b 
OA 


cgld& GEL 4) Co gSouwls 9 sdoi arbre 6) 90 p82 yiisl j5) Cage og@ll cla eal) jl SG pleica: clailedS clare yo CuiS p51 clear 50 
pd aad (oa Shes cola pjad lb bs jl ge gi ple goySles AISS «Sle gull: cus! 428 5 15 Lag deol dyg0 Corer Lb) jl SU osus!js 
LS 3,90 cle Kal) jl So dj) d9>q ClaLS Chiles Cerio 99 gyi clay gdS L lyl qd 99 ome 9 oSyil Ol Gyrero « Jorarre Sloe 
SIGS p51) dawg ple Ay dogs by Cul aA 9 Aradgm cla sygld sjloorly yes alee j orldiw! cjlodings 9 laille cpl » ale uly 
(Sj) gla dawg ules osm b poh ddl. «ge p Clabes CY gare sei » cin! op! Carol 9 Ole cyt! Gaby 5» Aiewign (cla 
4s) > calle b Slisbod able Ul egdge Ips jl V+ Sold ctingdy sybel ancle cb, plat glad glee! claaibelS yo siadga 
Aoluiwy 9 ASL LSLs dow ddlire (pings cpl p> Laorld Coyglace yljs! ud plod! odie Gyb9) yj ob) Cyl Olea! og aad Cojo tiodgm 
pP Mowigh (6}gliS dawod yp Sho bolgs cle iio ce qidge ITs b Mos lidle dod Gladrlas 9 Fqdge lyr yg r0 jI odlaiwl L laa! yo 29) 
(Ga pio cablitte GSI G 15 atlas GIFS jl ug dS Cololid (Mower gj rgliS dawed cclacille 9 Cll}! laadge Loli) lnaileds 
MICMAC Jljalp ys 5) oolatul b (plate GIS! plod (ybgy 4 Laoals uboed 9 ay jock clas yd iS Coby! eg} auulde db jt 1) od ololud 
bel obey 5 9 8 clapile 9 Obl jl cobassl clay 9 Obl aise Cy slg GNI blg, Kd Jos cle » td pls 
LB bold G25 (lel 99 Seebym (6jylBS Aawgd yp Sho slepdte Cn ST SE Glgind gol Cll » Ll yhe 9 seild 


Maden SUS cjlotiadem (clo ylle deem 65 gliS Aewel co jludiodgm cll gadS glaajle 


bel cyl ad ech gd alts ecg jyghiS dawed 9 Cu pte 095 jluiil 9 stew! «co jgliS dewey oD Cgruisld Cary -Y 9 V «I 
(Email: hfami@ut.ac.ir :Jgime odiae 9 —#) 
https://doi.org/10.22067/jead.2024.85975.1237 


